Globalisation tends to be studied descriptively or analysed pejoratively.
commercial law has become "an intricate, autonomous legal order on a transnational scale, developed over many centuries by participants in a truly international community".
In companion with others Braithwaite and Drahos note that it is largely the United States who lead the globalisation trail, "the US State has been by far the most influential actor in accomplishing the globalisation of regulation. Today the European Commission is beginning to approach US influence. When the US and EC can agree on which direction global regulatory change should take, that is usually the direction it does take."
5 Carlos Rivera-Lugo These grand analyses of globalisation are rather different from effects as perceived within one jurisdiction and by one set of actors within the legal system inside that jurisdiction. To some extent, the United Kingdom, or at least England and Wales has benefited from this effect. As a major trading and financial centre with a good reputation for dispute resolution, and a common law base which is not inimical to US law principles, London has been able to maintain some of its status both for adjudication and arbitration. 5 Ibid, p 27 6 In an abstract to be presented at the W. This "anthropological" view of legal education may be aiming for a perfection we cannot
afford. But the analysis shows a far deeper level of understanding of the real problems faced.
Examples of systems which have not been able to adjust include Fiji where an alien constitution was shrugged off within a year of its inception, leaving numbers of foreign companies, advisers and experts in uncertainty, loss and sometimes danger.
As can be seen from the paper of His Honour Judge David Pearl yesterday, the English judiciary are not separately trained, as in other countries. Achieving a judicial position is the summit of a legal career, mainly for barristers but now increasing for some solicitors as well.
Although there is specific training for judges from the Judicial Training Board, much of the training relied on is the training carried out by solicitors and barristers prior to qualification and their subsequent experience of at least fifteen years in practice in, and before, the courts.
Therefore, in the United Kingdom if we are to attempt to train our judges for the effects of globalisation, we need to be thinking about such training for all solicitors and barristers. Any additional training for judges themselves would have to be considered as a set of short term courses lasting no more than (say) one to three days, the norm for such judicial training. The major distinction between the new vocational legal education and previous versions is the move from detailed, specific and rigorous knowledge of elements of "black letter" law and procedure over to a more conceptual approach to the areas of law which are necessary and the training of legal skills. This conceptual approach together with the education in legal skills is intended to produce lawyers who can adapt to major changes in regulation, regulatory systems, forms of practice and the global jurisdiction into which they will qualify.
The approach taken at the vocational level has washed backwards also into the undergraduate degree programme. A major report by the Lord Chancellor's Advisory Committee on Legal Education and training in 1996 15 queried the way in which the system of legal education and training was progressing and considered all elements of the system. They recommended a more complex system of entry and exit points. They also recommended a more close liaison between practice and the academy and separate periods of vocational training followed by experience followed by further vocational training. In particular they noted the needs for more international knowledge and skills 16 and they also saw a major ethical challenge in the way in which both legal education and practice was developing. Much of the suggestions made by the Committee have been set aside, but its analysis is well cited and useful.
Together with more recent reaction from some of the large city firms unhappy with the new system of vocational training, major questions about the nature of legal skills training have been asked. 
The Global Law Firm
The most evident area of the study of globalisation effect on law in the UK has been the growth of the large law firms which are indigenous to the UK, and the movement of large American law firms into London offices. If a set of conduct rules or a set of professional ethics were to be inculcated into all Clifford
Chance trainee lawyers and lawyers one might imagine that it might contain both local rules and international. However, it is clear which way the firm looks to decide its allegiance and practice.
Firms of this nature and lawyers practicing in this way could pose serious problems to the legal system in which they operate. Judges must have allegiance to local rules and regulations, but will wish to have an eye on how decisions are made elsewhere so that litigation will not disappear from their shores. Although there is tremendous force still in the use of the English language, there is concern among the judiciary in England that some disputes are going to Frankfurt rather than to London because of the enormous cost of litigating in London. Arbitrations in large 20 Interestingly, this mirrored the departmental management of the large English commercial law firm. Inside the largest commercial law firms litigation is often seen as an adjunct department which does not provide its own work but acts as a support to work done in other departments of the firm. This is a very different approach to the litigation departments of large US firms which hold their own clients and have a more important position and income stream within law firm finances and management.
Forum Shopping
commercial issues are taken to Paris as well a London. Patents for Europe can be litigated in London or Munich. Trademarks can be litigated in Alicante or London.
The Rolls Royce system has a Rolls Royce price tag. In order to obtain the best silk (Queens Council) in the commercial bar for a large piece of litigation a company will pretty much have to put down a million pounds in advance. Some companies will be prepared to do this and this in itself may depend upon how large or how global they are, what their own cultural jurisdictional background is and what advantages they would see in the likely judgments to be obtained in an English court. But, many will clearly feel that the system is too costly and too lengthy and will go elsewhere. 21 Arbitration either in England, or in Paris is a real option and one which does not provide the same level of publicity as litigation. Similarly mediation is becoming a much more important alternative especially for disputes between parties who have the possibility of longer term relationships.
The "Island" Mentality
Internationalisation and globalisation both set up a dichotomy of choice for smaller states, individual legal jurisdictions and any economy which is tied principally to others. Joining into a larger grouping or joining with the forces of a larger state or economy could provide easier entry to economic success or stability but there may be sacrifices which come with these advantages. Individuality, culture, system and detail of regulation may to some extent be sacrificed. But the pressures to join are enormous. It is not possible to stand still whilst the world around moves on, and still maintain political and economic strength and knowledge.
A small island such as England, balanced on the edge of the large European continent, though warmed by a gulf stream flowing directly from the United States, feels highly pressured to join both the European polity and the European jurisdiction. Not only do these pressures relate to particular changes in law agreed centrally in Brussels, but the manner of implementation is assumed to be that of a completely different jurisdictional legal family, the civil law approach. English judges know that their judgments in almost all areas of economic and social existence may go beyond our House of Lords (highest court of appeal) and 
Globalisation Effects Disguised
In 1998 -1999 the English judiciary had to prepare for and operate an entirely new set of rules of civil procedure. Known as the Woolf Reforms, after the (then) Master of the Rolls who devised them, these rules of procedure were aimed at organising the articulation of disputes at an earlier stage so that a smaller number of disputes needed to be litigated in court.. This has indeed occurred with a reported eighty percent drop in the numbers of cases initiated in the court system since the reforms were introduced. The reforms also involved a complete change in the detail, style, approach and outcomes of the system of civil procedure which were intended to engender more alternative dispute resolution and more mediation even for cases which were brought to the court system. New rules as to costs were especially stringent and placed a new and immediate responsibility on all judges to exact retribution against those who wasted the time of the court or used the litigation process in order to prolong disputes.
Some have argued that the intentions of the Woolf Reforms were partly to move towards a more European approach to litigation and therefore designed to be both closer to the systems of Europe and also more attractive to those who were used to litigating in those systems. It is not clear that the author of those reforms shares the view that they were so intended.
However, it is clear that some judges and some legal practitioners see this as a clear effect of the changes to the system. Judge David Pearl in his paper yesterday has mentioned briefly the impact of these reforms and the training for them. A large amount of time was taken up by the judiciary in learning, understanding and then putting into practice these reforms in order to make them happen in the manner intended.
The other aspect of "Europeanisation" if not globalisation which has already been mentioned is the European Convention on Human Rights which was brought into English legislation with the Human Rights Act of 1998, taking effect in the year 2000. Without the constitutional background which almost every other state has both for rights, democracy, and ethical code, the UK has stood out as the only jurisdiction without a written constitution. 24 The enactment of the Human Rights Act brings the UK in line with other jurisdictions to a large extent in putting in place what a constitution would otherwise have provided. Learning the effects of this completely different approach to wide areas of the law in the style which had been adopted in other jurisdictions, has also been a major time investment for the English judiciary.
These two items taken together over the last four years have been a major pressure in terms of time and thought and implementation. Asking members of the English judiciary now whether they believe they can see the effects of globalisation receives fairly blank expressions. It could be said, though, that globalisation has come to the English judiciary through means such as the Woolf Reforms, the Human Rights Act, the continuing effect of membership in the European Union and a myriad of smaller items which may not be perceived together as having an impetus in a single direction. The views of most are clear, though. We are involved in a globalisation movement which has not yet reached its highest point. 24 Israel until recently also appeared not to have a written constitution but the set of fundamental rights which has been put in place there probably serves this purpose.
